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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 
that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 
122 (b) , by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for 
patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the 
effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only 
if the international application designated the United States and was published under 
Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1, 3-5, 7-11, 13-15, and 17-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Keely et al (US Pat. No. 6,891,551 B2). 

As to independent claim 1, Keely et al. teach a method for facilitating modification of 
the extent of a selected block of information in a displayed presentation for further 
processing of said block (resizing of a selection, col. 2 line 51), said method comprising: 
receiving a first input from a user for defining a first endpoint of said selected block of 
information (e.g. clicking with a mouse, col. 5, lines 51-56); displaying a first endpoint 
marker at said first endpoint (e.g. selection handle 602a, col. 9, lines 5-9; see also Figs. 
6A,6B, 6C); receiving a second input from said user for defining a second endpoint of said 
selected block of information (e.g. dragging with a mouse, col. 5, lines 51-56); displaying a 
second endpoint marker at said second endpoint, said selected block of information being 
defined by said first and second endpoint markers (e.g. selection handle 602b, col. 9, fines 5- 
9; see also Figs. 6A,6B, 6C); and enabling said user to move either said first or second 
endpoint markers in order to correspondingly modify said extent of said selected block of 
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information (selection area resizes itself as the user moves the selection handles, col. 9, 
lines 30-35). 

As to independent claim 21, Keelyet al teach a system for processing a selected 
block of information in a displayed presentation, said system comprising: a system bus 
("system bus 130," col. 3, lines 22-23); a CPU device connected to said system bus 
("processing unit 110," col. 3, line 20); an input device connected to said system bus, said 
input device being arranged to enable user input to said system (input "keyboard," col. 3, 
line 58); a display device connected to said system bus (display "monitor 107," col. 3, line 
67); and memory means connected to said system bus ("memory 120," col. 3, line 26), said 
memory means containing code executable ("program modules," col. 3, line 55) by said CPU 
device for receiving a first user input from a user for defining a first endpoint of a selected 
block of information (e.g. clicking with a mouse, col. 5, lines 51-56) and displaying a first 
endpoint marker at said first endpoint (e.g. selection handle 602a, col. 9, lines 5*9; see also 
Figs. 6A,6B, 6C), said system being further operable for receiving a second input from said 
user (e.g. dragging with a mouse, col. 5, lines 51-56) for defining a second endpoint of said 
selected block of information and displaying a second endpoint marker at said second 
endpoint (e.g. selection handle 602b, col. 9, fines 5*9; see also Figs. 6A,6B, 6C), said selected 
block of information being defined by said first and second endpoint markers, said system 
being further operable for enabling said user to move either said first or second endpoint 
markers by using said input device in order to correspondingly modify said extent of said 
selected block of information (selection area resizes itself as the user moves the selection 
handles, col. 9, lines 30-35). 
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As to dependent claim 3, Keely et al further teach the limitations of claim 1 wherein 
said first endpoint marker (handle 302a, Fig. 3) is visibly different from said second 
endpoint marker (handle 302b, Fig. 3). As shown in Fig. 3 below, handle 302a points to the 
left, whereas handle 302b points to the right. 



As to dependent claims 4 and 5, Keely et al. further teach the limitations of claim 3 
wherein the first endpoint marker is visibly designed to indicate a beginning of said 
selected block of information ("upstream" handle, coL 6, lines 44-46); and said second 
endpoint marker is visibly designed to indicate an end of said selected block of information 
("downstream" handle, col. 6, lines 44-46). 

As to dependent claim 7, Keely et al further teach the limitations of claim 1 wherein 
at least one of thed endpoint markers is displayed as a semi-transparent marker overlaying 
displayed content (translucent or transparent, col. 5, fines 35-40) to enable a semi- 
transparent view of said displayed content as viewed through said one of said endpoint 
markers ("to allow reading of selected/highlighted text." col. 5, fines 35*40). 

As to dependent claim 8, Keely et al. further teach the limitations of claim 1 wherein 
enabling comprises responding to a user's movement of a mouse device (e.g. dragging with a 




301 



FIG. 3 



Fig. 3 of Keely et al 
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mouse, col. 5, lines 51-56) to enable a corresponding movement of a displayed cursor to a 
selected one of said first or second endpoint markers (handle being moved, col. 5, line 49) 
said method further being operable in response to an actuation of a switch associated with 
said mouse device (clicking, col. 5, lines 53) in combination with a movement of said mouse 
device to move said selected one of said first or second endpoint markers in response to a 
movement of said mouse device (Movement of one or more selection handles 302 may be 
accomplished in many ways, such as clicking and dragging with a mouse" col. 5, fines 51*56) 
to a new location thereby changing the extent of the selected block of information ("For 
selecting text, the dragging of a selection handle 302 may increase or decrease portions of 
the current selection body 301..." col. 5, lines 46-51). 

As to dependent claims 9 and 10, Keely et al. further teach the limitations of claim 8 
wherein the selected block of information is shortened (...dragging of a selection handle 302 
may... decrease portions of the current selection body 301..." col. 5, lines 46*51) or extended 
(...dragging of a selection handle 302 may increase... portions of the current selection body 
301..." col. 5, lines 46-51) in response to movement of the one of the first or second endpoint 
markers. 

As to dependent claims 11, 13-15, and 17-20, the only differences between these 
claims are that they are directed toward a storage medium defined by identical processes 
recited in claims 1, 3-5, and 7-10, respectively . Accordingly, these claims are rejected for the 
same reasons as set forth above. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



3. 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis 



for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 



(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter 
as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not 
be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



4. Claims 2, 6, 12, and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Keelyetal in view of Carroll et al (US PGPUB 2003/0103082 
Al). 

As to dependent claim 2, Keely et al. teach the limitations as set forth in claim 1, 
above. Keely et al. do not expressly disclose at least one of the first and second endpoint 
markers displayed as a rectangular block. However, Carroll et al. is cited for teaching at 
least one of the first and second endpoint markers displayed as a rectangular block ("cursor 
104," para. [0025]; See a/so Figs. 1, and 3-6). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, to have used the "rectangular block" 
disclosed in Carroll et al to display the endpoint markers disclosed in Keelyetal. because 
Carroll et al. '- (l) is directed to the same problem of the initiation and termination of select 
functions ("The initiation and termination of the select function can be accomplished by a 
number of techniques, including keystroke input and mouse input," para. [0004]); (2) is in 
the same field of endeavor of "[selecting] regions in an electronic text to edit the selected 
region on a continuous basis, without destroying the original highlighting and forcing the 
user to re-bracket the entire section." Abstract); and (3) Carroll et al. suggests the 
desirability of using a "rectangular block" ("cursor 104," para. [0025]; See alsoFigs. 1, and 
3-6) for the advantage of allowing "...a user to select text by moving a cursor from left to 
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right and top to bottom [so that] the whole region of text desired to be highlighted does not 
have to be rebuilt every time a change is made." (Abstract). 

As to dependent claim 6, Keelyet al. teach the limitations as set forth in claim 1, 
above. Keely et al. do not expressly disclose at least one of the first and second endpoint 
markers displayed as a bracket symbol. However, Carroll et al. is cited for teaching at least 
one of the first and second endpoint markers displayed as a bracket symbol (bracketing the 
entire selection, Abstract). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at 
the time the invention was made, to have used the "bracket" disclosed in Carroll et al to 
display the endpoint markers disclosed in Keely et al because Carroll et ah - (l) is directed 
to the same problem of the initiation and termination of select functions ("The initiation 
and termination of the select function can be accomplished by a number of techniques, 
including keystroke input and mouse input," para. [0004]); (2) is in the same field of 
endeavor of "[selecting] regions in an electronic text to edit the selected region on a 
continuous basis, without destroying the original highlighting and forcing the user to re- 
bracket the entire section." Abstract); and (3) Carroll et al explicitly teaches "bracketing 
the selection [for the advantage of allowing] a user to select text by moving a cursor from 
left to right and top to bottom [so that] the whole region of text desired to be highlighted 
does not have to be rebuilt every time a change is made." (Abstract) 

As to dependent claims 12 and 16, the only differences between these claims are that 
they are directed toward a storage medium defined by the identical processes recited in 
claims 2 and 6, respectively . Accordingly, these claims are rejected for the same reasons as 
set forth above. 
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Conclusion 



5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 



applicants disclosure. 



[l] Astle (US 4587520 A) for teaching function selection accomplished by 
superposing a cursor on one of the displayed function words; and 

[2] Kwatinetz et al. (US 5832528 A) for teaching selecting text utilizing two text 
selection modes. 



6. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 



the examiner should be directed to Samir Termanini whose telephone number is 
(571) 270-1047. The examiner can normally be reached on 9AM - 4PM, Monday- 
Friday (alternating Fridays of0. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiners 
supervisor, Chanh Nguyen can be reached on (571) 272-7772. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information 
for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information 
about the PAIR system, see httpV/pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866- 
217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 



Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA 
OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Samir Termanini 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2179 
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CHANH D. NGUYEN \J 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 




